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PART  1: Review Comments 
 

 Reviewer’s comment Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct 
the manuscript and highlight that part in the 
manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write 
his/her feedback here) 

Compulsory REVISION comments 
 
1. Is the manuscript important for scientific community? 
      (Please write few sentences on this manuscript) 
 
2. Is the title of the article suitable? 

(If not please suggest an alternative title) 
 

3. Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? 
 
4. Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate? 

 
5. Do you think the manuscript is scientifically correct? 

 
6. Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestion of 

additional references, please mention in the review form. 
 
(Apart from above mentioned 6 points, reviewers are free to provide 
additional suggestions/comments) 

 
 
 
Yes 
 
 
Yes 
 
Yes 
 
 
Yes 
 
Yes 
 
Yes 
 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 
1. Is language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly 

communications? 
 

 
- Language of the paper needs improvement. The authors are suggested to revise the 

language and correct all the grammatical errors. 

Section line Word/statement Correction of the Word/statement 

Abstract 13 involvement the involvement 

Case report 86 to the Ladd's procedure to Ladd's procedure 

Discussion 125 Abdominal-pelvic abdominal pelvic 

128 the aorta and the aorta, and 

132  this whirl mass  this whirling mass 

142 and the Ladd's and Ladd's 

Conclusions 167 by the Ladd's procedure by Ladd's procedure 

 
- Introduction: lines 31-33, that part had been translated from French to English. In my 

opinion, the authors retranslate to be matched with the references as in the following 
suggestion:  

Manuscript Reference [2] Its translation 

Frequently, affected 
individuals remain 
asymptomatic, and the 
anomaly is often 
incidentally discovered; 
its occurrence in routine 
surgical practice is 
notably infrequent, 
accounting for a mere 
0.2% to 0.5% of cases 
[2]. 

Ces anomalies de rotation 
intestinale peuvent aboutir à des 
complications redoutables parfois 
mortelles, qui surviennent 
généralement au cours de la 
période néonatale où à l'âge 
pédiatrique. On estime que la 
prévalence de ces malformations 
congénitales à l'âge adulte est de 
l'ordre de 0,2% à 0,5%; âge 
auquel elles demeurent très 
souvent asymptomatiques et 
donc non diagnostiquées 

These intestinal rotation 
abnormalities can lead to 
serious and sometimes fatal 
complications, which generally 
occur during the neonatal 
period or at pediatric age. The 
prevalence of these congenital 
malformations in adulthood is 
estimated to be around 0.2% to 
0.5%; age at which they very 
often remain asymptomatic and 
therefore undiagnosed 
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Optional/General comments 
 

Please, note that to facilitate the revision I have included the line number, beginning at the abstract 
(i.e, line 1) 
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Reviewer’s comment Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and highlight 

that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write his/her 
feedback here) 

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
 

(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details) 
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